INTRODUCTION

1759 referred to ahove, showered upon them a volley of censures, unusual in
their asperity, that they lodged a strong protest. They wrote, "The diction
of your letter is most unworthy [of] yourselves; and us in whatever relations
considered, either as masters to servants or gentlemen to gentlemen. Mere
inadvertencies and casual neglects arising from an unavoidable and most
complicated confusion in the state of your affairs has heen treated in such
language and sentiments as nothing but the most glaring and premeditated
frauds could warrant. Groundless informations have without further scru-
tiny bore with1 you the stamp of truth, though proceeding from those who
had therein obviously their own purpose to serve, no matter at whose expence.
These have received from you such countenance and encouragement as must,
most assuredly, tend to cool the warmest zeal of your servants here and
everywhere else."107 The members of the Council paid dearly for this pro-
test, for the Court ordered the dismissal from" the Company's service of all
those who had subscribed to it.108

The Company as Zamindar

From 1698 onwards the Company Tield the zamindari of Calcutta, Sutanati
and Govindapur on an annual rent of Rs. 1,194-14-5, to be paid to the Nawab
of Bengal. They enjoyed the right of collecting rents from the ryots, and of
imposing petty taxes, duties and fines, and exercised certain civil and criminal
jurisdiction. The Company's servant in charge of these functions was called the
Zamindar, and in 1700 the designation was changed into Collector. His
Indian assistant was called the Black Collector. In 1750 the Directors
appointed J. Z. Holwell as their "perpetual Zamindar" and a member of
the Council. He had promised to "encrease their revenues double to what
former Zamindars had done", which had "seldom or ever exceeded 60,000
rupees per annum". To gain his object he "set out with converting most
bodyly punishments into fines", and also made use of etlack to increase the
revenues.109

In judicial matters there often arose conflicts between the Zamindar
and the Mayor's Court in regard to their respective jurisdictions. The
Zamindar, "not being satisfied with the unlimited power he was already
invested with", claimed jurisdiction over every Portuguese and Armenian and
all those who were not born of European parents. But the Mayor's Court
maintained that "only such as were born and looked on as Moghul's sub-
jects" were excluded from their jurisdiction.110 There is a reference to such
a dispute in the letter from the Court of Directors to the Council, dated
25 March 1757, paras. 129-36.111

On 14 April 1757, the Council, realizing the "very complicated nature"
of the Zamindar's office, divided it into four distinct branches. The first
branch was the Zamindar's office, whose function was the collection of
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